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the circle born after the Prophet's preaching begins, and she
alone has a name that has connotations of religion. This is
of course entirely in keeping with the truth of the situation.
The names are alone a fatal bar against any mythological
theory of the origins of the religion.

In what social stratum did the Prophet arise ? It is not
possible to be dogmatic, but the one thing that does seem
reasonably certain is that he was not a Magus. The burden
of proof rests on those who would claim that the late affirma-
tive tradition is to be trusted. It is of course extremely easy
to see how the claim was thought of. The Magi, as we shall
see, came into a very close relation to the religion, and had
the strongest motive for making the Founder one of them-
selves. The Greek writers from the fifth century B.C. attest
the claim. But what does this amount to? It was in the
fifth century that the Magi, after failing to win political power,
gradually worked themselves into an indispensable position in
religion. We can prove that it was only the Magian portrait
of Zarathushtra that the Greeks ever saw. The evidence then
amounts to no more than this, that in the age when the Magi
secured their place in the system of Persian religion the
Founder of that religion was regarded as a Magus. But
how many centuries had passed since the Prophet's own day ?

The question of the date of Zarathushtra is one that must
not be examined here : it must suffice to repeat the results of
a detailed investigation in another place,1 and add that further
consideration has strengthened the belief in a very early date.
Nothing later than the tenth century B.C. can be admitted, it
would seem, and another century or two may be quite reason-
ably allowed. If so, we have a gulf of at least five centuries
between Zarathushtra and our earliest Greek cdlusions to him.
A priori probability would need to be very strong before we
gave much attention to such belated evidence. And since
these same Greek writers solemnly set his floruit at six thou-
sand years before Xerxes, we should be very inconsistent if
1 See E. Z*> pp. 18-22.